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FEMINISM. 


Science and Pseudo-Science. 


It would seem as if almost any old argument were 
good enough for the man who reads the papers. 
(1st) You may appeal, directly, if you are crude, 
indirectly if you are at all subtle, to his grosser 
instincts, to his plentiful emotions, to the prejudices 
that rule him for the moment. This is the ancient 
argumentum ad homincm and it never fails of its 
effect. All that it requires is a sufficient command 
of journalistic rhetoric. (2nd) You may handle 
your case against a whole class, a whole sex, by 
ardent generalization from a single instance, painful, 
intimate, domestic. (3rd) You may even seem to 
prove your case by bringing forward all the instances 
that support it and suppressing all the rest. The 
third form of argument, when combined with the 
first, is, to the man who reads the papers, simply 
irresistible. But it cannot be said th?t these methods 
commend themselves as scientific. They are not 
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,he kind employed by Sir Almroth Wright when he 
set out on the great research associated with his 
name. I do not know whether it would be difficult 
to demonstrate to the man who reads the papers 
every link in that beautiful chain of proof by which 
he there established his hypothesis. When it comes 
to denouncing the Suffragist movement for his 
benefit, Sir Almroth Wright has no beautiful chain 
of proof to offer him at all. Nobody, of course, 
could suspect a man of Sir Almroth Wright’s 
eminence of arguing from a single painful, intimate, 
domestic instance ; but, in his extraordinary descent 
from the serene heights of Science into this really 
horrid arena, he has not scrupled to fall back upon 
the 1st and 3rd methods indicated above. Some¬ 
where on the serene heights there must be angels 
weeping, and wondering : Q\i' allait-il faire dans 
cette gal'ere f 

As far as can be made out in the confusion of 
his onrush, his hypothesis is that what we may call 
journalistically the “ hysteria bacillus " is present as 
the pathogenic agent in every case of what the 
journalists are calling " Suffragitis.” 
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Now, to have established his hypothesis on truly 
scientific lines Sir Almroth Wright should have had 
under his personal examination a majority, not only 
of the Members of the Women's Social and Political 
Union, but of every Suffrage Society throughout the 
country ; to say nothing of other countries, for in 
these, by his own showing, hysteria and a desire for 
the vote have not been invariably connected as agent 
and disease. That is to say, the ** hysteria bacillus " 
is not present in every case of suffragitis." And, 
if it is not present, what becomes of his hypothesis ? 
But let that pass. Sir Almroth Wright can reply 
that he is only investivating the British variety. 
And no doubt he can plead further that he has 
scientific precedent for his procedure. You are not 
bound to examine, say, every case of amoebic dy¬ 
sentery in order to establish the existence of entamoeba 
histolytica as the pathogenic germ." Enough, if 
you can eliminate other causes in a sufficient number 
of cases. 

True, but Sir Almroth Wright has not eliminated 
other causes. He has not searched for them. He 
is apparently unaware that they may exist. 
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As for his cases, if he were really investigating a 
disease, would he not be careful to choose such only 
as were typical ? And by typical, he, a man of 
science, would not mean what the newspaper man 
means—the sort of cases you see going about—but 
classic cases, “ beautiful cases,” cases which present 
their symptoms, not mixed with obscure and doubt¬ 
ful and extraneous matter, but clear and perfect and 
unmistakable. And for such ” beautiful cases ” he 
should look, not among the rank and file of the 
suffrage movement, but among its leaders, where he 
will find women like Mrs. Despard, and Dr. Garrett 
Anderson, Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, Mrs. Pankhurst 
and Christabel Pankhurst among the militants, and 
among non-militants women like Mrs. Fawcett, Miss 
Emily Davies, Lady Frances Balfour. They will 
present him with the thing he is investigating in its 
utmost purity and perfection. Even from the rank 
and file, from all grades and classes of suffrage 
societies the list could be prolonged indefinitely. 
Such women are alone representative of their move¬ 
ment ; and if Sir Almroth Wright were to enquire 
closely, I think he would realise that in all of them 
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the element of hysteria is either absent or negligible. 
Whoever charges such women with hysteria, neu¬ 
rosis, and degeneracy stands self-convicted of a lack 
of balance and acumen. Heaven forbid that I 
should pledge myself to the assertion that there are 
no hysterical, neurotic, or degenerate subjects in the 
Suffrage movement. 1 have one or two in my mind 
(as Sir Almroth Wright probably has) at this 
moment. The Suffrage Movement draws with a 
wide net, and in all large assemblies of human beings 
(men as well as women) you will find some neurosis 
and hysteria and degeneracy, neurosis being the 
scourge of modernity. Equally true is it that many 
women threatened or afflicted with the scourge, have 
found their cure in the work exacted by the suffrage 
leaders ; and when they have found it, their medical 
man knows them no more. Allowance must be 
made for medical men (and for medical women, for 
that matter). They are handicapped by the fact that 
their chief and most absorbing experience lies among 
the unhealthy. Think of the long procession of 
disabled and morbid women who trail for ever 
through their consulting rooms. No wonder that 
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“ no doctor can ever lose sight of the fact that the 
mind of woman is always threatened with the re¬ 
verberations of her physiological emergencies.” . . 
“ As for woman, herself," says Sir Almroth Wright, 
“she makes very light of any of these mental 
upsettings." I, for one, do not make light of them, 
any more than I make light of the Life-Force. I do 
not question its supremacy and importance. 1 do 
not for a moment question the scientific value of 
Sir Almroth Wright’s experience. I only object to 
the pseudoscientific use he has made of it. A man 
has a right to hold any views on Women's Suffrage 
that he chooses, but a man of science has no right 
to support his views by pseudo-scientific arguments. 
If that is not one of the high iyfwrra »* i<r<pcaSi 
e<«» n/jufta which Sir Almroth Wright invokes for 
his own purposes, it is one which he must observe 
if he is to maintain the integrity of his professional 
conscience. He argues as if all woihen were 
physically unhealthy, and all potentially, when not 
actually insane. At the bottom of the Feminist 
movement he finds this “clement of mental dis¬ 
order ” ; he finds bitterness and fury, springing 
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from the insurgence of woman's frustrated natural 
instincts. He argues as if there were no such thing 
in the world as self-control. “ Even in animals— 
I say even, because in these at least one of the 
sexes has periods of complete quiescence—male 
and female cannot be worked side by side." . . . 

“Every woman should be clearly told—and the 
woman of the world will immediately understand— 
that when man sets his face against the proposal to 
bring in an epicene world he does so because he 
can do his best work only in surroundings where 
he is perfectly free from suggestion and restraint." 
In the same spirit he charges medical women with 
lack of modesty and reticence. He has received his 
answer to both statements at the hands of a medical 
woman, Dr. Agnes Savill : 

“ The opening part of his letter is composed of 
theories of a bygone age ; it contains no facts which 
can be scientifically proven to be true of the majority 
of women. (1) ‘ Man is mystified by ... . her 
recurring hypersensitiveness, unreasonableness . . . 
he is appalled by the physical havoc wrought by 
disappointed love' . . . A training in medicine and 
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association with men in life reveal to the dis¬ 
passionate observer that men are not, alas, free from 
such human failings. Women of the world tell us 
how they have to humour their men relatives in their 
apparently causeless phases of irritability and un¬ 
reason, Philosophers and historians have shown 
how men are swayed by sentiment and prejudice at 
important crises. As regards the effects of the pangs 
of disappointed love, my husband, the late Dr. T. D. 
Savill, an authority on neurasthenia, frequently 
remarked that some of the worst cases he had to deal 
with occurred in men disappointed in love. I have 
known good, strong men of the world reduced to tears 
and contemplation of suicide for the same cause.... 

“ Sir Almroth goes on to speak of the alterations 
in character during maternity and at middle age. 
Certainly some such cases exist, but the general 
practitioner and the average man can tell us that 
the majority of ‘women are obliged to work on 
during such times, and that no difference is noticed 
except in ultra civilised classes of society where so 
much time is spent on the cultivation of the 
emotions.Many a girl enters on the study 
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of the nursing or medical profession with the 

same idea.Progress in her work necessitates 

arduous and daily application, and in a very short 
time she finds herself stronger in body as well 
as in self-control. Ask the women surgeons and 
physicians, ask the business women, ask the 
matrons of the great institutions .... you will 
get the same reply : * There is no time for such 
nonsense.' .... I was fortunate enough to study 
at a mixed university, and I have worked with 
eminent medical men in private and on hospitals. 
I have the testimony of many of those that the co¬ 
education and association in work is good for the 
man and the woman. I therefore am in a position 
to say that Sir Almroth's views are not shared by 
most of the medical men of my acquaintance. And 
this is only what would be expected by those who 
have followed recent research in psychology and 
the power of suggestion. Men and women working 
together are not as the animals ; the psychic factor 
is strong in humanity, and its importance has been 
overlooked by science until recent years." * 


* Dr. Agnes Savill: Letter in Th^ Daily Mail, 
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And the experience of all who have had to 
do with co-education is that Propinquity is less 
disturbing to intellectual preoccupation than 
intellectual preoccupation is to the most admired 
effects of Propinquity. So much so that in 
America, where co-education is the rule, a few 
thoughtful people are trembling for the continuance 
of the race. Men and women working side by 
side are no longer interesting to each other 1 
1 do not forget that Sir Almroth Wright qualifies 
his statement : “ male and female cannot be worked 
side by side except when they are incomplete." For 
together with the fury of the Frustrated, he finds at 
the bottom of the Suffrage movement the colder 
and more concentrated egoism of the Intellectual, 
whom he evidently more or less identifies with the 
woman of atrophied emotions, the epicene, the 
Incomplete. He argues as if all women (and men, 
too) in whom the sexual instincts are not con¬ 
spicuous and dominant were necessarily incomplete; 
whereas they very often are the most complete types 
of all, as possessing that Will the existence of which 
Sir Almroth Wright either denies or ignores. He 
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sneers at the poor " Intellectual/’ and it is as if he 
said to her, ''Madam, I see no sign of sex about 
you. Don’t tell me you control your instincts. 
You haven’t got any to control. If you had, you 
couldn’t control ’em, I am a medical man, and I 
know it.” And the man (not medical) who chuckles 
over his pronouncements in the papers, thinks that 
this is sound logic and physiology ; that it is the 
psychology of sex 1 Worse than all, Sir Almroth 
Wright argues as if ” physiological emergencies ” 
were the monopoly of women, and as if hysteria, 
neurosis and degeneracy were the monopoly of 
the unmarried among them. What of the innu¬ 
merable women who are martyrised every day, 
in ways innumerable and unspeakable, by the 
'* physiological emergencies ” of men ? What of 
the hysteria and neurosis that spring directly and 
indirectly from that martyrdom ? What—martyrdom 
apart—of the innumerable disastrous marriages of 
the unfit ? When Sir Almroth Wright comes to deal 
with the militant suffragists he appeals almost with 
tears to the aypairra x* 0f«v MpfAa and to the 

“ Truce of God ” which rules ” as between man and 
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woman.”* Has not man broken that pact innu¬ 
merable times and in ways that are not to be spoken 
of ? Does not Sir Almroth Wright know that; even 
under the shelter of marriage, such violations are the 
cause of too many of the “ physical disabilities ” he 
insists on, and that they are at the root of half the 
“ embroilments ” between man and woman which he 
lays to the charge of the Suffrage movement ? Are 
not medical consulting-rooms full of such cases ? 
To say nothing of the hospitals and asylums. 

I am not an ultra-feminist, and I do not think 
that the Suffrage movement is a war of one sex 
against another. 1 was brought up with men ; and 
I hold no brief for woman against man, or for her 
virtues as superior to his. I am not, like Sir 


♦ ** That truce is based upon the solemn covenant that 
within the frontiers of civilization .... the tveapon of 
physical force may not be applied by man against woman or 
by woman against man. Under this covenant the reign of 
force which prevails in the world without comes to an end 
when a man enters his household,” (Why, sometimes it only 

just begins there, when “a man enters his household”_ 

drunk !) “ Under this covenant that half of the human race 

which most needs protection is raised up above the waves of 
violence.” 
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Almroth Wright, bringing any sweeping charges 
against a whole sex ; / am only reminding him of 
some factSf which, in order to support his charges, he 
has most unscientifically suppressed. 

Sir Almroth Wright argues, further, as if suffrage 
societies were recruited almost entirely from the 
ranks of the unmarried, and were remarkable in this; 
whereas it would be remarkable if they were not. 
In monogamous countries, so long as the women 
outnumber the men, all societies of women will 
contain a majority of the unmarried (I am not 
offering this fact as an argument for polygamy, 
though if everybody agreed with Sir Almroth Wright, 
polygamy would have its points). My point is that 
suffrage societies are remarkable for their very large 
proportion of married women, and (what is more 
important) of married women who are mothers ; so 
that Sir Almroth Wright cannot be correct in sup¬ 
posing that the pangs and bitterness of “frustration*' 
and of “disappointed love** are mainly at the 
bottom of it. He can see very little else in it but 
that, because he sees woman herself as nothing but 
a bundle of “ physiological emergencies.** 
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Supporting himself on his own utterly false 
assumption that “the recruiting field for the militant 
suffragists is the half-million of our excess female 
population," the half-million of the unmated, for the 
purposes of his argument he sorts suffragists into 

Three (or perhaps Four) Types of Woman, 

(1) The Militant : “ First—let us put them 
first"—says Sir Almroth Wright, “ come a class of 
women who hold, with minds otherwise unwarped, 
that they may, whenever it is to their advantage, 
lawfully resort to physical violence.” 

(2) The Frustrated : “ There file past next 
a class of women who have all their life long been 
strangers to joy, women in whom instincts long 
suppressed have in the end broken into flame. 
These are the sexually embittered women . . . ” 

(3) The Incomplete : “ Next there file past 
the incomplete. One side of their nature has 
undergone atrophy, with the result that they have 
lost touch with their living fellow men and 
women.” 
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(4) The Intellectual : “ Inextricably mixed 
up with the types we have been discussing 
(inextricably indeed !) “Is the type of woman . . . 
who is poisoned by her misplaced self-esteem, and 
who flies out at every man who does not pay 
homage to her intellect.** She is the “ intellectually 
embittered.** 

At the bottom of the Suffrage movement there is 
nothing, then, but Bitterness, sexual bitterness of the 
Frustrated, breaking out in the violence of the Mili¬ 
tants; intellectual bitterness of the Unrecognised. 
But first and foremost sexual bitterness. It is, we 
learn, at the bottom of the whole Feminist move¬ 
ment. It is woman*s failure in the marriage 
market that accounts for her presence in the labour 
market; she is there in search of propinquity (which 
does so much) ; she is there to tempt man, a 
chartered libertine, a matrimonially-minded courte¬ 
san ; she is there, anyhow, either to get him, or, by 
asserting her equality with him, to avenge herself 
upon his perfidy. It does not occur to Sir Almroth 
Wright that she is simply there to get her own living. 
Unsexual solutions apparently never do occur to 
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him. It is failure to achieve her sexual end in either 
market that has driven woman into the Suffrage 
movement— violent, frustrated, incomplete. 

These and these alone are the Suffragists, ac¬ 
cording to Sir Almroth Wright. 

For the purpose of his argument he sorts them 
thus. But, indeed, he is not out against the Suffrage 
movement only, but against all the activities of 
Women other than her purely physiological 
functions which he alone honours. We gather 
that he has his own 

Ideal Types. 

(1) The gentle, docile, brainless, bovine 
woman, who herself cares for no other activities 
than those of physiological motherhood. 

(2) The clever “ Woman of the World,” who 
agrees with Sir Almroth Wright (at least he says 
she does). 

But evidently (though he does not say so) it is 
the docile bovine that he personally prefers. 

In the matter of docility he is somewhat 
exacting. In all relations between man and wife 
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he is content with nothing short of absolute 
obedience on the part of the woman. And he 
does not see what absolute virtue, what infallible 
judgment would be required in a man before his 
wife could be sincere with him on this point. If 
all men were as unreasonable as, say. Sir Almroth 
Wright has shown himself to be in this controversy, 
obedience might not be “ the unpardonable sin,*’ 
but it would be sheer folly. 

Of course there is a certain suave and delica^te 
art of domestic diplomacy in which some women 
are past masters. But a wise man will beware of 
such. Ten to one they are yielding to him on the 
lesser point in order to enforce their will in the 
things that matter. A man is the slave of these 
gentle ladies when he leasts thinks it. 

But the maternal bovine is not always gentle. I 
know naggers '* who are furiously prolific ; whose 
maternal instinct ceases with the weaning of their 
youngest children, and who drive the toddling older 
ones with violence from their knee. And I have 
known women physically atrophied, spinsters and 
barren wives, who are filled with divine tenderness 
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and devotion to every child that comes their way. 
Still, we will grant the frequent gentleness of the 
maternal bovine. But she is dangerous. She is 
dangerous to the continuity of family life. She is 
dangerous to Peace. She is the type celebrated by 
Mr. Bernard Shaw’s immortal greengrocer when he 
said that she was such a “ born wife and mother " 
that all the “ children ran away from home." And 
her husband is frequently so bored with her that he, 
too, runs away and becomes furtively polygamous. 
So that her existence does not make for the all¬ 
round improvement of the race. 

The Intellectual. 

But let us examine in more detail those other 
three (or were they four ?) types: the Violent 
Militant, the Frustrated, the Incomplete, and the 
Intellectual “ inextricably mingled ’’ with them. 
And let us take the two last first and together; for 
by Sir Almroth Wright’s reasoning the Intellectual 
is the Incomplete. 

And here we come to all those logical pitfalls 
reserved for the pseudo-scientific who insist on 
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classifying by one attribute. ** Intellectual'' is a 
wide, loose term that may cover all sorts of cases 
without exactly fitting one. It may be made to 
stretch from the heaven-born feminine genius to the 
last pitiful survivor of a competitive exam. Now 
the heaven-born genius can be kept out of the 
discussion, not only because she is extremely rare, 
but because '' intellect" was ever one of the least of 
her exuberant natural gifts. Still, her case is 
important, for genius, so far from lacking ** tempera¬ 
ment,'' is frequently, if anything, over-sexed. We 
have all heard of its precocity. 

Next come the possessors of inherited aptitudes, 
of strong natural talents, and of good all-round 
average brains. Other things equal, you will seldom 
find that these Intellectuals" are incomplete ; on 
the contrary, though they are not commonly 
precocious," they are as a rule remarkable for the 
strength and endurance of their sex instincts and 
for their physiological perfection. For which 
reasons they seldom appear in medical consulting- 
rooms. But they are Intellectuals for all that. 
And it is to such Intellectuals as these (with occasional 
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reinforcements of the gentle bovine) that we look for 
the continuance and improvement of the race. 
They are the best wives and mothers in the country, 
and there are thousands of them in the Suffrage 
movement. Sir Almroth Wright must reconcile 
these two facts as best he may. 

But while it would seem as if the natural 
activities of the strong intellect, its healthy work, 
its rampant and exuberant play, have a stimulating 
and controlling effect upon the physiological 
functions, there is a class of "Intellectuals" who 
are undoubtedly incomplete. Here, I admit. Sir 
Almroth Wright has us in a very tender spot. Yet, 
not altogether. He points to the trouble, but he 
does not lay his finger on the cause ; or, if he does, 
it is merely in passing. 

The cause is in our educational system, which 
forces all grades and qualities and strengths of 
" intellect" to the one test of competitive 
examination. 

The feminine brain has been for more than two 
generations exploited by our enterprising educa> 
tionalists. Our enterprising educationalists are 
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interfering with Nature, who is tending, whenever 
she has a free hand, to produce better and better, 
and larger and more complex brains, in response 
to larger and more complex needs, and on the 
upward lines of her own evolution. In this 
aspiring tendency of Nature lies the educationalists' 
frightful opportunity. They will not give Nature a 
free hand; they will not suffer her to accomplish 
her own end in her own time and in her own 
manner. It is a question, when it comes to women, 
of the very nicest balance and adjustment between 
the growing mind, and the body, which has its own 
tremendous business to look after, and is now, at 
this stage in evolution, called upon for more and 
more nervous energy, more and more blood and 
brain-stuff to support the growth. Nature can 
manage it all right, for it is her own job; and even 
if it were not what she herself intended, she is 
obedient to the powers behind her. She desires to 
produce these doubly vital women. And the enter¬ 
prising educationalists, excited at the prospects 
which they glimpse, step in to aid her. They 
thrust their clumsy fingers into her delicate 
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machinery; they tamper with her mysterious 
processes, they upset the fine balance and adjust¬ 
ment which she is accomplishing. And instead of 
getting double vitality in the course of ages, they 
achieve, in one generation, double neurasthenia. 

I would then divide the INTELLECTUAL into two 
sorts : (1) the Natural and (2) the Artificial. 

From the Natural type the race has nothing to 
fear. You cannot stay her course, you cannot 
leash her brain, or keep it from biting on the stuflF 
it needs. You may turn her loose in her teens 
among the classics, among the sciences and philoso¬ 
phies, and she will do herself no harm. In fact, 
such is her all-round exuberance, that you have 
probably kept her out of mischief springing from 
her “physiological emergencies.** She may work 
as many hours as she chooses, for her work is 
merely play. 

But her example is fatal to her less richly- 
endowed sisters. What is play to her is death to 
them. For the educationalists beholding her, as 
she urges on what is really her entirely sane career, 
are filled with admiration and hope and pro- 
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fessional pride. These are the girls," they say, 
that we are turning out by thousands ! " 

They are not turning them out by thousands; 
they cannot; because Nature is not turning them 
out by thousands — yet. What they do is to seize on 
that girl's thousand sisters, on a thousand brains 
of all grades of inferiority, and, by their system of 
competitive examination, turn out a thousand 
artificial imitations of that girl. The small brains 
are urged on, by an artificial stimulus, to do the large 
brain's work. And with an immense effort and 
strain (for girls are gallant creatures under the spur) 
they do it. They rise to the demand. They back 
the educationalists' bill, and their bodies pay. It is 
by their bodies, stunted, anaemic, undeveloped, that 
you can tell the Artificial Intellectuals. 

But even these are not always, in Sir Almroth 
Wright's sense, the Incomplete. They may not be 
sexually attractive, but they are by no means 
invariably sexless (I am not at the moment making 
any distinction between the higher emotions and 
the instincts in which they have their root, so that 
while failure of sex function does not always imply 
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that the sex instinct has atrophied, yet in the drying 
up of the emotions we may assume that this has been 
the case). There are cases where, say, the digestive 
organs have borne the immediate brunt of the strain, 
and the reproductive apparatus may not be seriously 
involved till after the period of full fertility. The 
atrophied, then, will form but a small section of the 
Artificial Intellectuals. 

The rest, in whom the instincts and emotions 
have survived disaster, lap over into the Frustrated. 
Not only are their instincts and emotions intact, 
but in a large number of cases the artificial stimulus 
supplied by the educationalist has resulted in such 
a disturbance of Nature’s gently oscillating balance 
that even this type of Intellectual, so far from being 
sexually atrophied, appears at intervals as almost 
violently over-sexed. Happily the Artificial Intel¬ 
lectual belongs to a well-disciplined class, and the 
same Will which urged her to her monstrous efforts, 
keeps her, in spite of her physiological “ reverbera¬ 
tions," well under control. She, if she goes over to 
swell the ranks of the Frustrated, may possibly 
become embittered. 
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But (though Sir Almroth Wright will hardly admit 
it of an Intellectual her going over is not inevita¬ 
ble. She sometimes marries, and sometimes becomes 
responsible for a race of weaklings and neurotics. 

Even here, Nature, mindful of the Race, tends to 
adjust this formidable disturbance of her balance, 
and the Artificial Intellectual is often sterile ; and 
her numbers will tend to become more and more 
so, until, if she were left to Nature and not produced 
artificially, she would soon be weeded out. And 
with her, the enterprising female educationalist, the 
amateur in evolution, would become extinct. And 
when she is extinct. Nature will have a chance for 
her double vitality experiment again.* 

*It is worth noticing that in his extraordinary system of 
classification Sir Almroth Wright lumps the medical woman 
with what I have called the Artificial Intellectual. Does he 
not know that medical women are among the first to deplore 
her existence ? That some of them would give hirn all the 
rope he wants to hang the enterprising educationalists who 
have produced her, and, through her, her children ? That 
some of them go so far as to say that she should take either 
a vow of celibacy ora greater vow—and keep it—of sterility ? 

What can he know of medical women when he classes 
them with the women of atrophied instincts and emotions, 
with the sexless, the incomplete? There is no class in whom 
the springs of human sympathy, of pity and maternal tender¬ 
ness are more enduring than in these handmaidens and 
servants of Science I 
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But we will admit that this type does largely 
swell the ranks of the Frustrated. 

The Frustrated. 

And what of these? The “strangers to joy, 
women in whom instincts long suppressed have in 
the end broken into flame ’* ? 

We have seen that the Suffrage movement is not 
almost entirely recruited from their ranks. And we 
shall see further that following the long line of the 
Frustrated will take us very far from the Suffrage 
movement, even though it lead us back to it again. 

For who are the Frustrated ? They are, pre¬ 
sumably, those who suffer most from the “ reverbe¬ 
rations ” of their “ physiological emergencies.” And 
among them, all down the ages, there have been 
men as well as women. And what are reverbera¬ 
tions ? Sir Almroth Wright tells us that they are 
hysteria, neurosis, degeneracy, and all forms of 
mental disorder, culminating in the outbursts of the 
militant suffragists. Because he sees in woman only 
a bundle of physiological emergencies. But who, 
beyond a few medical cranks, is going to agree with 
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him ? Though, no doubt, Nature made and formed 
woman's body for the supreme business of maternity, 
she is not all body any more than a man is ; and 
though the primordial instincts may in her be rather 
more''reverberating" than in him, because of her 
more complex mechanism, still, even for her, there 
are other things. 

I can think of no more fruitful cause of hysteria, 
neurosis and the rest than the peculiarly " epicene " 
practice of certain molly-coddling doctors of holding 
her " physical disabilities " everlastingly before her, 
until she, poor wretch, herself comes to look upon 
herself as a bundle of “ emergencies." This attitude 
would keep the consulting rooms of gynecologists 
crammed until the end of time if women were not 
beginning to realise that, after all, for most of 
them, there's very little in it, and that, anyhow, 
there are other things. 

The Life-Force. 

Very little in it. And yet more than meets the 
eye, even of the physiologist and medical practi¬ 
tioner. 1 am willing to concede their premises—to 
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give them all the rope they want. I will admit 
(throwing modesty and reticence to the winds) that 
there is Everything in it. 

There is everything in that everlasting readiness 
to bring forth ; everything in those profound and 
intarissable wells of instinct, in that stream of the 
Life-Force of which Woman is pre-eminently the 
reservoir. What I venture to dispute is the conclu¬ 
sion that for a woman there is only one kind of 
alternative between frustration and fulfilment of the 
Life-Force, and that is—hysteria, neurosis and the 
detestable manifestations of degeneracy. I dispute 
it without for one moment blinking the frightful 
possibilities of the celibate and solitary life. 

For the Life-Force, like any other force when 
its channel is obstructed, will, of course, seek 
another ; and it will tend to discharge itself along 
some line of least resistance. With your degenerate 
the line of least resistance may be the path of 
perdition. But with the normal, healthy human 
being, capable of control, may it not be transformed, 
transmuted, merged with certain increased energies 
of the body and the brain ? In the artist, the 
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enthusiast, the visionary (I will leave the saints 
out of this discussion), may it not be transformed 
and transmuted into still higher and subtler 
energies ? 

Whoever has known and can remember certain 
moments of heightened vision and sensation, when 
things seen—common things—trees in a field—a 
stretch of sky—became transfigured and took on I 
know not what divine radiance and beauty, whoever 
has known the exaltation, the exquisite and un¬ 
speakable joy, the sheer ecstasy and the ultimate 
peace that accompany such vision, however fleeting, 
whoever, I say, knows and remembers, will remain 
unmoved while the physiologist points out that 
these moments are most intimately associated with 
adolescence and the dawn of womanhood ; that 
they are incident to falling in love ; that they are 
part of the pageant of sexual passion, the psycho¬ 
logical side of the great decorative illusion by which 
the Life-Force lures us to its end, I have been 
even told that in woman they may appear again in 
the last scenes that close the long drama of her 
sexual life ; and I am glad to hear it, for in this 
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case there will be everything to look forward to, 
and nothing to fear 1 

The physiologist will tell you further that 
there is voluptuousness in a man’s chivalry and 
in a woman's tenderness, in her very rapture of 
self-immolation for her lover, her husband, or her 
child. He will show you, hidden deep-down in 
the sexual life, the roots of the mystic Rose of 
Love itself. 

It is little wonder, therefore, and little shame 
if he tells us that the sublime enthusiasm and 
self-devotion and self-sacrifice of the suffragists 
spring from the same root. They will join with 
the lovers, the musicians and the saints (whom 
after all I can’t keep out of it) in praising God 
for the wonderful root, deep-hidden, that bears 
the mystic flower. 

These, then, are some of our “ reverberations.” 
But, if it comes to that, what are half the music, 
half the poetry in the world but the divine 
anguish and Divine rapture born of some 
lover’s passion in frustration ? What is The Divina 
Comtnedia but the reverberation of Dante’s frus- 
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trated passion for Beatrice ? Some of us prefer 
it to, say, Carew's lyric celebrations of Fulfilment. 
“ Reverberations ”" are more various and more 
harmonious than Sir Almroth Wright would have 
us think. 

The Enthusiasm of Humanity. 

For the Life-Force is indestructible ; therefore 
there are a thousand forms of its transmuted 
energies; there are a thousand reverberations; 
and the Enthusiasm of Humanity is the strongest 
and the longest of them all. 

That is the “ reverberation ** which is at the 
bottom of the Suffrage movement ; the En¬ 
thusiasm of Humanity; that passion which is 
above sex and above self ; that all-sacrificing 
and all-suffering Love, beside which even a mother's 
devotion to her child is imperfect and impure. 
Very few, and those only the highest types, are 
capable of feeling it ; therefore it is significant 
that so many thousand women are inspired by it 
to-day. We are dealing less with a pyschological 
portent than with a new sociological factor, the 





FEMINISM 


34 

Solidarity of "Woman. And there is only one 
other factor that can be compared with it for 
importance, and that is the Solidarity of the 

Working-Man. 

And these two solidarities are one. 

Some Economic Facts. 

For, at the bottom of it also—enthusiasm, and 
sexless, selfless love apart—whether we like to admit 
it or not, are certain hard sociological and economic 
facts. And these are among the facts—the very vital 
facts—that Sir Almroth Wright suppresses. There 
are more women than men in this country, and 
somehow those women have to be maintained. It is 
on the whole better for them and better for society 
that they should maintain themselves than that they 
should be ignobly or dishonourably dependent. 
And even if it weren't better, it has got to be. Women 
are driven into the labour market by the irresistible 
pressure, not of “ physiological emergencies,” but of 
economic forces. Competition with men is an 
accident, owing to the fact that the men happen to 
be there. 
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It may be true that man “ cannot and does not 
wish to work side by side with woman.** It may be 
true (though this idea does not seem to have occurred 
to Sir Almroth Wright) that woman may not always 
wish to work side by side with man, but the fact 
remains that they frequently have to work so. And 
what of the great, obscure multitude of women of all 
classes who are doing his work instead of him f 
Who are not only keeping themselves, but supporting 
their own children, even supporting their husbands, 
or their fathers, or their brothers, or their brother's 
children ; quietly stepping into the breach where 
some man has failed either through some misfortune 
or some fault, or through sheer incompetence ? And 
this multitude is increasing. It will be a bad day 
for men and children when the State turns women 
out of the labour-market, 

Again, however much man may dislike to have 
woman working side by side with him, he hiis no 
objection whatever to have her working under him 
so long as her work is cheap. What he lives in fear 
of is that at any moment her work may become 
dear. That is why he tries to undervalue it by his 
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talk of “ physical disabilities,” and that is why he 
hates above all things the Suffrage movement. It is, 
after all, as much a commercial as a sexual fear and 
hatred. 

Now, if it cannot be said that men’s possession 
of the vote can directly affect the price of their 
labour, indirectly it has done so. Wages are no 
doubt determined by prices, and prices (reinforced 
from time to time by the powerful intervention of 
the Trade Unions) by supply and demand ; still, so 
long as votes can make and unmake Governments, 
and Governments desire to remain in office, the bare 
possibility of a Minimum Wage Bill shows that the 
vote has not gone for nothing in the present contest. 
Therefore women are justified in desiring the vote 
on economic grounds. And it is here, in the 
economic field, where woman’s competition is now 
so formidable, that equal rights for women will mean 
equal rights for all ; by which men will be the first 
to benefit. They will no longer be undersold in 
their own market, and woman’s labour will be 
withdrawn from all industries wherein she is no 
longer able to compete. There will be no more 
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false commercial values; real efficiency will be 
the test. 

So that it is mans best policy to back womans 
suffrage ; unless, after all, he is more afraid of woman 
unemployed than of woman working. 

Objections. 

I hear objections. I am reminded that as soon 
^ women's wages are everywhere made equal to 
men's, under the present competitive system thou¬ 
sands of women will be thrown out of work. 

But this—if it must be so—will hardly occur in 
all trades at once, or all at once at all. There will 
be slow changes and adjustments. Even now there 
are trades, such as the cotton-trade, where women 
hold their own with equal wages.* The same may 
be said of typing, with a possible balance of advan¬ 
tage on the women's side. In some trades where 
wages are now unequal, elementary teaching, for 
example, women would continue to hold their own 
because of their superior efficiency. This, with 


Miss Clementina Black is my authority. 
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some resei-vations, would be true of most clerk¬ 
ships* and of some secretaryships. 

There are a few trades, such as printing and the 
tobacco trade, t where men are more efficient than 
women and where women would consequently suffer 
under an equal wage system. 

And of course there is that precarious border 
line where, either through physical disability (not 
necessarily arising from her sex), or through indi¬ 
vidual inefficiency, w'oman keeps her footing only 
because of her low market-value. Here there 
will be suffering—the suffering that inefficiency 
necessarily entails. 

•The largest employer of labour in his own manu* 
facturing department stated to Miss Clementina Black that 
his women clerks did twice as much work as men and did it 
twice as well. Miss Black has found that most employers 
will say the same thing, and give the reason that women 
clerks neither drink nor bet and are of a slightly superior 
social grade than the men. 

•JThe evidence given to Miss Black by a man who had 
worked long in the tobacco trade was to the effect that in 
hand cigar-making a man’s output of cigars would be even, 
day in, day out, a woman’s daily output would be irregular, 
but her weekly average would equal his. 
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Elsewhere there will be adjustments and solu¬ 
tions. Nothing but the abolition of the competitive 
system will meet a sufficient number of cases. 
Some solutions already thought of—the taxation of 
bachelors and the endowment of motherhood, will 
not help the supernumerary women—on the contrary, 
for the endowment of motherhood, spinsterhood 
will be directly taxed. 

One solution remains if our women will adopt 
If, in the day of enfranchisement, the worst 
comes to the worst and thousands of women are 
thrown out of work, emigration of our superfluous 
female population should be the inevitable remedy. 
The numerical balance of the sexes, that despaired- 
of consummation will be reached. Why, Sir 
Almroth Wright will have realised his dream of 
Peace, when every woman for whom there is 
no room in England seeks * rest * beyond the 
* each one in the house of her husband. 

It isn't rest" they get there, by any means. 
Still, think of it, that Grand Exodus of un¬ 
necessary females ! And all because they got the 
vote. 
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The "Social Evil." 

I am again reminded that they will not in¬ 
evitably, all of them, be driven over-s.eas. 

There is the great Anti-suffragist objection 
which we are meeting continually, that, if the 
vote leads, as it will lead, to an equal wage 
system, we must expect, as the first effect of it, 
an enormous increase in the “ social evil." Let 
us face this objection bravely. It is not nearly 
so formidable as it looks. 

And let us begin by admitting that at first, in 
the industrial dislocation, some women will be 
driven inevitably on the streets. 

But not, 1 think, in the large numbers feared 
by the Anti-suffragist. There will be various ad¬ 
justments. 

(1) Where women’s competition is removed 
more men will be able to marry; notably the 
clerks who at present suffer from it worst. 

(2) Where all women are better paid, more 
women will employ women’s labour. Tailoresses, 
dressmakers, milliners, seamstresses, laundresses, 
charwomen will benefit. 









FEMINISM 


4 * 


(3) The unemployed women will not all be drawn 
from the class for whom prostitution would be 
Preferable to emigration^ or even possible. So that any 
increase in the ranks of that class will be more 
than counterbalanced by the corresponding de¬ 
crease in the enormous class which is efficient 
enough in its own unskilled industries, and which 
^t present takes to prostitution only to eke out its 
insufficient wage, 

(4) Thus prostitution, instead of disastrously 
overlapping as it does now so many grades and 
departments of women's industry, will be confined 
fo the hopelessly inefficient and the courtesan par 
coeur ; two classes which it is to be hoped will 
fend to decrease with the improvement of 
^omen's spiritual and moral status under enfran¬ 
chisement. 

Meanwhile it is not a disadvantage to the Race 
that they should take little or no part in its 

continuance. 

And to that other frequent objection : Would 

you give votes to women of that class f " I reply . 
ft is to women of that class I would give them first 
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_for they are the most martyrised, the most 

inarticulate, the most helpless. 

Not until the Millenium will you wholly 
eradicate the “ Social evil.” But under Women's 
enfranchisement it is bound gradually to decrease.* 
I believe that, even in the disturbing period of 
industrial readjustment, it will not increase so much 
as shift and define its boundaries, diminishing them. 

But, supposing that the Anti-Suffragists are 
right, and that for that period it would show a 
slightly higher percentage, our answer is: “ Would 
you then keep all women for ever in subjection in 
order to save a few—foredoomed already—from the 
worst form of it ? 

And this brings us to (last) 

The Militant Suffragist. 

1 have taken Militancy last, partly because it 


* One thing may be safely prophesied—when women 
have power to influence legislation in this matter they will 
not show the cowardice and hypocrisy which in England 
have made the “ social evil ” what it is. They will have pity 
for other women’s daughters—and care for their own sons. 
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brings me to the note I want to end on; 
partly because it is believed by those who 
have adopted it, and by some who have not 
had the courage to adopt it, to be the only 
means of achieving the divine consummation 
—Peace. 

I am not going to justify or to defend Militancy, 
still less do I condemn the women who have been 
driven to it. The end —if it indeed can only be 
accomplished through violence —will justify it; and 
the justice of History, which judges only after the 
event, will defend it as it has defended similar 
violences in the past. 

This, if it succeeds. If it fails it will still rank 
among the heroic battles of forlorn Hope. If it is 
to prove disastrous to the cause of Women's 
Suffrage, then, I own, there will be nothing for it 
but to look forward to the wonderful revolutions— 
industrial and otherwise—which are henceforth to 
be made with rose-water. . The Suffragists have 
tried rose-water—oceans of rose-water—and it has 
done nothing for them. No wonder if they have 
abandoned it. 
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But, and this cannot be too strongly insisted on 
—women hate and fear violence ; hate and fear to 
commit it more than they hate and fear to suffer it. 
They have endured it as they have endured imprison¬ 
ment, they have endured violent handling and all 
manner of outrage, over and over again, before they 
could bring themselves to commits technical assault 
upon a window. 

But Sir Almroth Wright calls eloquently on 
the ** Truce of God and it all sounds very beau¬ 
tiful and there is something in it. A woman must 
not use physical violence to a man. 1 don't know 
whether it is one of the Hypaitra % ^<paX^ 0€a»y yofUfia, 
it was the nursery rule when I was a child that 
you were not to hit your big brother because he 
could not hit you back. But I remember that, if 
your big brother broke the pact and hit you^ 
retaliation on your part was invariably condoned 
by the authorities. And I submit that in the 
case of the Suffragists it is the big brother who 
has violated the pact. I am not forgetting Mrs. 
Pankhurst ; how, in a demonstration" in West¬ 
minster, she technically struck the policeman who 
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obstructed the perfectly constitutional advance of 
the suffragists. She did it, if I remember rightly, 
^t his cordial invitation. And the policeman was 
^iser than Sir Almroth Wright. He understood 
that this was not violence properly so called. 
He said : ** Mrs Pankhurst, you did it for a 

purpose:* And he showed himself a most en¬ 
lightened man. 

In all the Suffrage agitation I can recall no 
other classic act of offensive, as distinguished 
from defensive, violence committed on the human 
person. Except the attack on Mr. Winston 
Churchill's face. I admit that the ''Truce of 
Cod" was broken with regard to Mr Winston 
Churchill's face, as he could not hit the lady 
hack again. No doubt the lady considered her¬ 
mit the temporary Scourge of God. 

These things will happen in times of political 
^Sitation. And greater and worse things than 
these. 

When men and women constifute themselves 
the Scourge of God against political oppression or 
suppression they can appeal to the very highest of 
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those aypa-KTa x* &<r(paX^ 0€«i^ w/xtfxa * that law by which 
every innocent living creature has a right to Liberty. 

Think of the crimes that have been committed in 
that '' Name which is above every name/' and 
remember that History regards political violence as 
a thing apart, and that the final judgment of History 
has assigned the last responsibility for violence—for 
crime even—to the Governments that have pro¬ 
voked it. 

May Sinclair. 

March 31s/, 1912. 

•Funny of Sir Almroth Wright to quote from the 
“ Antigone.” Does he remember the passage ? Or may I 
finish Antigone’s speech for him? Creon, the tyrant, has 
just asked her how she dare transgress the laws ? And she 
answers him thus : 

“ It was not Zeus who proclaimed them, nor Justice who 
dwells with the gods below. And I should not have supposed 

proclamations—you being not immortal—could be strong 
enough to overset the unwritten and unswerving laws of 
God. For they are not of to-day or yesterday. They live for 
ever, and no one knows whence they date. I am not going, 
for any man’s opinion, to make myself responsible to God for 
their violation.” 

In connection with the victims of Parliamentary 
treachery the less said about those “ unwritten and unswer¬ 
ving laws ” the better ! 
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